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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This Office Action is response to Applicants' communication filed on 08/31/2001 . 

2. Claims 1-9 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 



3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

5. Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,638,314 issued to Meyerzon et al. (hereinafter Meyerzon). 
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With respect to claim 1 , Meyerzon teaches storing an associative search 
recording table recording the number of times xij of searching a document database 
based on a search result of a document database i (history map table is storing the 
history of prior search (search request history) and the time stamp recorded the most 
recent the document to be searched or retrieved: col. 5, lines 58-67 and col. 6, lines 1-2; 
col. 10, lines 18-50, and col. 16, lines 48-67 and col. 17, lines 1-10; also see fig. 2, item 
250 and fig. 4). 

Meyerzon teaches retrieving document databases over a network including 
document search server and search client as user, that is search engine received a 
search request from a client /user, and search request history where the number of 
search is stored such as a history map as shown in fig. 4. Meyerzon does not clearly 
teach the number of times of searching. 

However, Meyerzon teaches the history of search for a specified or a particular of 
a user for a specified web site or document being recorded in the search request history 
retaining the number of search, most recent search to be processed (see col. 16, lines 
48-67 and col. 17, lines 1-10 and see fig. 2, and fig. 4). 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to employ the teachings of Meyerzon the search request 
history as well as history map storing the document number associated prior search 
(col. 7, lines 58-67 and col. 6, lines 1-2) for being retrieved document that is set to the 
current document when the document have been retrieved since the last time, if it is first 
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time the document is retrieved advantageously reduces search and document retrieval 
time (col. 3, lines 28-62). 



6. Claims 2-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,638,314 issued to Meyerzon et al. (hereinafter Meyerzon) in view of US 
Patent No. 6,539,386 issued to Athavale et al. (hereinafter Athavale). 

With respect to claims 2-3, Meyerzon discloses a document search system as 
discussed in claim 1. 

Meyerzon teaches retrieving document databases over a network including 
document search server and search client as user, that is search engine received a 
search request from a client /user, and search request history where the number of 
search is stored such as a history map as shown in fig. 4. Meyerzon does not explicitly 
teach changing a showing order of document databases to be searched by using said 
associative search recording table. 

However, Athavale teaches changing order of databases or database servers 
over a network (col. 12, lines 50-67 and col. 13, lines 32-48). 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Meyerzon with the teachings 
of Athavale so as to have the way to changing the order of the searching target 
databases (Athavale - col. 13, lines 32-48) and the search request history as well as 
history map storing the document number associated prior search (col. 7, lines 58-67 
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and col. 6, lines 1-2) for being retrieved document that is set to the current document 
when the document have been retrieved since the last time, if it is first time the 
document is retrieved advantageously reduces search and document retrieval time 
(Meyerzon - col. 3, lines 28-62). 



7. Claims 4-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,638,314 issued to Meyerzon et al. (hereinafter Meyerzon) in view of US 
Patent No. 6,532,459 issued to Berson. 

With respect to claim 4, Meyerzon discloses a document search system as 
discussed in claim 1. 

Meyerzon teaches retrieving document databases over a network including 
document search server and search client as user, that is search engine received a 
search request from a client /user, and search request history where the number of 
search is stored such as a history map as shown in fig. 4. Meyerzon does not explicitly 
teach calculating a registration fee of each document database by using said 
associative search recording table. 

However, Berson teaches the fee for the searching document or database to be 
computed (col. 1 1 , lines 50-62). 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Meyerzon with the teachings 
of Berson so as to have the way to calculating the fee for searching registered 
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document database over the Internet to be collected by the owner of the information 
sources (Berson - col. 1 1 , lines 50-62) and the search request history as well as history 
map storing the document number associated prior search (col. 7, lines 58-67 and col. 
6 f lines 1-2) for being retrieved document that is set to the current document when the 
document have been retrieved since the last time, if it is first time the document is 
retrieved advantageously reduces search and document retrieval time (Meyerzon - col. 
3, lines 28-62). 

With respect to clajm 5, Meyerzon teaches wherein a registration fee is calculated 
according to a sum of the number of times of being a search origin for a document 
search and the number of times of being a search target for a document search (col. 5, 
lines 58-67 and col. 6, lines 1-2; col. 10, lines 18-50, and col. 16, lines 48-67 and col. 
17, lines 1-10; also see fig. 2, item 250 and fig. 4). 

8. Claims 6, are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,638,314 issued to Meyerzon et al. (hereinafter Meyerzon) in view of US 
Patent No. 5,826,261 issued to Spencer. 

With respect to claim 6, Meyerzon teaches storing an associative search 
recording table recording the number of times xij of searching a document database 
based on a search result of a document database i (history map table is storing the 
history of prior search (search request history) and the time stamp recorded the most 
recent the document to be searched or retrieved: col. 5, lines 58-67 and col. 6, lines 1-2; 
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col. 10, lines 18-50, and col. 16, lines 48-67 and col. 17, lines 1-10; also see fig. 2, item 
250 and fig. 4). 

Meyerzon teaches retrieving document databases over a network including 
document search server and search client as user, that is search engine received a 
search request from a client /user, and search request history where the number of 
search is stored such as a history map as shown in fig. 4. Meyerzon does not clearly 
teach the number of times of searching, but Meyerzon teaches the history of search for 
a specified or a particular of a user for a specified web site or document being recorded 
in the search request history retaining the number of search, most recent search to be 
processed (see col. 16, lines 48-67 and col. 17, lines 1-10 and see fig. 2, and fig. 4). 
Meyerzon does not explicitly teach search query analyzing means for analyzing a 
search query from said search client, search query constructing, means for sending the 
search query analyzed by said search query analyzing means to the document 
database specified by the search client, and means for sending a search result of said 
specified document database to said search client. 

However, Spencer teaches query analysis, that is, the user's query is sent from a 
client computer to each of the multiple document databases, the terms in the search 
query is weighted (col. 5, lines 1-46; also see col. col. 6, lines 42-67 and col. 7, lines 1- 
6); search result (col. 8, lines 30-41 and col. 15, lines 50-58) and query router is used to 
send or route the search query (col. 18, lines 30-62). 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Meyerzon with the teachings 
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of Spencer so as to have the way to analyzing, sending/routing the search result of the 
query of the user (Spencer - col. 5, lines 1-46 and col. 18, lines 30-62) and the search 
request history as well as history map storing the document number associated prior 
search (col. 7, lines 58-67 and col. 6, lines 1-2) for being retrieved document that is set 
to the current document when the document have been retrieved since the last time, if it 
is first time the document is retrieved advantageously reduces search and document 
retrieval time (Meyerzon - col. 3, lines 28-62). 

\ 

9. Claims 7-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,638,314 issued to Meyerzon et al. (hereinafter Meyerzon) in view of US 
Patent No. 5,826,261 issued to Spencer and further in view of US Patent No. 6,539,386 
issued to Athavale et al. (hereinafter Athavale). 

With respect to claims 7-8, Meyerzon in view of Spencer discloses a search 
server as discussed in claim 6. 

Meyerzon teaches retrieving document databases over a network including 
document search server and search client as user, that is search engine received a 
search request from a client /user, and search request history where the number of 
search is stored such as a history map as shown in fig. 4. Myerzon does not teach 
analyzing and sending of search query. Spencer teaches analyzing and sending search 
query. In combination, Meyerzon and Spencer do not teach changing a showing order 
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of document databases to be searched by using said associative search recording 
table. 

However, Athavale teaches changing order of databases or database servers 
over a network (col. 12, lines 50-67 and col. 13, lines 32-48). 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Meyerzon in view of Spencer 
with the teachings of Athavale so as to have the way to changing the order of the 
searching target databases (Athavale - col. 13, lines 32-48) and the search request 
history as well as history map storing the document number associated prior search 
(col. 7, lines 58-67 and col. 6, lines 1-2) for being retrieved document that is set to the 
current document when the document have been retrieved since the last time, if it is first 
time the document is retrieved advantageously reduces search and document retrieval 
time (Meyerzon - col. 3, lines 28-62). 



10. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over US 
Patent No. 6,638,314 issued to Meyerzon et al. (hereinafter Meyerzon) in view of US 
Patent No. 5,826,261 issued to Spencer and further in view of US Patent No. 6,532,459 
issued to Berson. 

With respect to claim 9, Meyerzon in view of Spencer discloses a search server 
as discussed in claim 6. 
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Meyerzon teaches retrieving document databases over a network including 
document search server and search client as user, that is search engine received a 
search request from a client /user, and search request history where the number of 
search is stored such as a history map as shown in fig. 4. Myerzon does not teach 
analyzing and sending of search query. Spencer teaches analyzing and sending search 
query. In combination, Meyerzon and Spencer do not teach calculating a registration fee 
of each document database by using said associative search recording table. 

However, Berson teaches the fee for the searching document or database to be 
computed (col. 11, lines 50-62). 

Therefore, It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teachings of Meyerzon in view of Spencer 
with the teachings of Berson so as to have the way to calculating the fee for searching 
registered document database over the Internet to be collected by the owner of the 
information sources (Berson - col. 1 1 , lines 50-62) and the search request history as 
well as history map storing the document number associated prior search (col. 7, lines 
58-67 and col. 6, lines 1-2) for being retrieved document that is set to the current 
document when the document have been retrieved since the last time, if it is first time 
the document is retrieved advantageously reduces search and document retrieval time 
(Meyerzon - col. 3, lines 28-62). 
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1 1 . Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Anh Ly whose telephone number is 703 306-4527 or via 
E-Mail: ANH.LY@USPTO.GOV . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:30 AM - 
4:00 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Breene, can be reached on 703 305-9790. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703 746-7239. 

Any response to this action should be mailed to: 

Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks 

Washington, D.C. 20231 

or faxed to: Central Office (703) 872-9306 (Central Official Fax Number) 
Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal 

Drive, Arlington, VA, Fourth Floor (receptionist). 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or 

proceeding should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is 703 308- 

6606 or 703 305-3900. 
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